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Applicant has carefUHy reVieWad the^:i^ A^ftion dated 20, 2005, Claims 1-18 are 
pending in the application. Applicant has amett^edCIaii^ 

present inventive concept. New Claims 21 an& Reconsideration and favorable 

action is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1 and. 10 are rejected under 35: O^iS.C. §1 12,. first paragraph, as failing to co^ly with 
the enablement requirement. This rejection is rejisjiectf^^^ 

The Examiner has objected to Applic^*s use of the term "control information" as not being 
described in the Specification. TBe controrirtformatibn that Appli is referring to is the Unique 
information that is transmitted fidii the phoftcito the "user FC/' This description can be found with 
reference to the description of Figure 28^ sj)eGiifically to the description on page 49, beginning at line 
8 and function bibck 2804. When the trigger btJttbh 27 12 pressed, signal information is ou^ to the 
user PC 302, In and of itself, this unique tiiforiiiiatibtt signal not include any routing mfbtmation. 
However, it is the association of this code in a relational date.base that provides the overall fiihction. 
However, this is an overall system coiiciefpt. Thus, it is %e tran^itting of a code that initiates the 
operation wherein information is scrtt back to the User PC. It iis this iinique information that the user PC 
utilizes in order to access information flx>rn the ri^btc IbCditidn on the network. Although it utflizes it 
via an intamediate location and a relational ;4ata base, it is still this information that initiates the 
operation and results in information being retuitiied to the useir PC, 

Applicant has amended the blainis to ehahge the term "control" to "unique" in order to pbssibly 
clarify the claim for die Examiner. Howeveir, :A^|>licant belicv^cs tJ^ both terms set forth sometype of 
information that results in the display on the tiser, PC being cotitrolled via the display of information 
from a remote location. In view of fte. amendments to: the clauns and the arguments herein above. 
Applicant believes that Claims 1 and 10 bverobine the 35 U.S-C. § 1 12 rejection with respect thereto, 
the withdrawal of which is respectfully requesteid: 

AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE 

S/N 09/602,034 
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Claims 1 and 1 0 are rejected uoder 35 t^S.C. § 1 12, fiist paragraph, as filing to comply with 
the written description requirement ttid i^ectidaisrespectfulty 
claims. 

The Examiner has objected to the tettn^o routmg mformation" that is contained within the 
unique information (as amended): In the claiitij^i Applicant has specificaUy noted that the unique 
infoimation is what is transferred to the ifed;^ P^^^^ ii lias ho routing iofortnation contained herein 
which routing information would uniqueib^ idc^^ 

llius, something else must be required ini ord^ira In this 

context, the claims set f<mh that the unique infcwiM^^ has a prisdetermined association with the remote 
location. The claims have been amendiea td mdit^^ Such, thcre^^^ it is the association with the 
remote location that can be found A othCT locatioiiJS.o^ or even in the user PC, Aat is utilized 

for connection- Therefore, it is the unique ifiibriha r^eivcd from the cellular telephone and the 
predetermined association thereof with the rehiotfe locatbti thatt is utilized in order to control the 
computer to access the remote location and dispilayit on the user PC* Therefore, Applicant believes that 
the amended claims now overcome the 35 U,S,C- §1 12 rejection with respect to the written dewsriplion 
requirement, and respectfully requests withdr^^ 

Claims 1-18 stand rejected uttdieT i5 tJ.S:C/§li^^ anticipated by Tendler: This 

rejection is respectfiilly traversed, 

The Tendler reference is a refer^ik^ Whe^n a celliiiar telephone is provided which is GPS 
enabled. There is a provision to place lafge xiumber of sp«ied di Al xiukibers on to the phone and, when 
a particular button is activated, the phoi^ will ia^^ number via the cell network and 

provide both the identity of the catt^ along vritfe li&cati^ iftforrnation of that caller. In column 5, 
beginning at line 32, it is set forth that the centitti b^iee^ i;e„ the dispitcb center SO, is ope^bie to 
receive a service request which provides &e j^ of the cellular phone fliat placed the service 
request, possibly a vehicle identification nutnber, a^^ nimiber of the cellular; phone 

initiating the call. Thus, what is provided to the disf^tch oenteir is information regarding the originator 
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of the communication. There is aodisdtosufii^iffia^^^ code to a user PC. which code 

would have no routing information cotttained feereini ie.,; in and of itself it would not Id^iiy the 
remote location on the netwoik absent soiiieassiMiati^^ witiiitliat Network. What is providedisa caller 
ID, a vehicle identification numbiif, and ttie ibiiai^n of the user: There is no user PC that is in physical 
proximity to the cellular telephone but, rathei|;: t^ usermu«t transfer this over a cell link to the remote 
PC, as this is on a ceU site. Clearly, the dispatcher (50) is at a location. Furtbcr, the Vehicle ID 
is not associated with anything but the v^ictel The GPS location provides information about the user 
location. There is no disclosure of any ID^ -iiiich^ as the usir ID or vehicle ID, that is seiit to the 
dispatcher for the purpose of looking up iii a-liktt base i ietitdte^ location on the Web wbereia there is 
an "association" of that transmittiiiig inf<*inatibii. !to tliat remote loieation on the network. 

The Examiner is imerpreting tb^ teriii :f<i^ dispatch center. However, the 

claims set forth that this must be in physical pipxiiiiu user PC and Tendler does not satisfy tiiis 

aspect of the claim. Further, the Examiner lia4<Satit« fiiat the unique information or control information 
is transferred to the user PC, citing coluroii 5, jpisaf; 44-54, Which is directed toward the operation of the 
dispatch center (50) and the computer (66). iAt^, this, is not in physical proximity to Ae liser, In 
column 5, line 55-65, the ExaminBrhto indk»leidlhat thii li that requires theiu^rPC 

to access information from a remote location;; Hbwever, tiie-Ejcaiftiner has referred to the user PC as 
being die CPU (66), wherein what is provided »s « link between the cellular phone and a service 
provider. This association is nothing noore diM a detdminatirai of which provider is closest to the cell 
phone based upon the GPS coordinates, iiiusiifiate GPS ittfontnation is considwed to be the ID, then 
it must be the use of this ID tiiat resulbt in iiifddication transmitted to the user PC. However, this faHa 
due to the feet tfiat there is no disclosure of a use* PC in proxinriiy to tiie cell phone. As such. Applicant 
believes that Teii<;/erdoes not anticipate OTob<iH[ateft^ in amended Claiths I and 

10 and, therefore, reqiectfolly requests witfidta^fl^ §102 rejection with respect thereto. 

With respect to the remaining claims. d{qp»^d©nt ih>n!i diaifliis 1 arid 10, the withdrawal of 3l5 U.S.C. 
§ 102 rejection wtib respect theneto is alsbr^^^lect^^^ 
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AppJicanthasnowma4ean eanie»t stte^fit ui or&r ito j^^^ iii condition for allpWance. 

For the reasons stated above, AppliCatit pesp^ of the claiim asabebded. 

Please charge any additional fees or deficieni;i^i|i fees<^r ci^^^ oveipayment to Deposit Account 
No. 20-0780/PHLY.25,337 of HOWISOK ^^^Cm.ULi', 




GMH/yoc/cr 

P.O. Box 741715 
Dallas, Texas 75374-1715 
Tel: 972-479-0462 
Fax: 972-479-0464 
November 21, 2005 
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